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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 14, 27, 40 and 45 have been amended. 

The Examiner has rejected applicants' claims 1-49 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second 
paragraph as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicants regard as the invention. Specifically, the Examiner has argued that the 
term "projected" in applicants' independent claims l 5 14 and 27 is indefinite. More particularly, 
the Examiner has argued that the figures do not show projected images on to the eye but instead 
have "displayed" images which are "viewed" by each eye separately. The Examiner has also 
argued that there is insufficient antecedent basis for the limitation "the same subject" in 
applicants' claims 1, 14, 27, 40 and 45 and for the limitation "the mark" in applicants' claims 38 
and 39. 

In order to avoid this rejection, applicants have amended applicants' claims as above set 
forth. The amended claims are believed to have addressed the Examiner's above-noted 
objections to the claims and the amended claims are now believed to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim applicants' invention. The amended claims thus now comply with the provisions 
of 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph. 

The Examiner has indicated that claims 2, 15 and 28 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the rejection under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, and to include the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants have amended independent claims 1, 14 
and 27 to include the features of dependent claims 2, 15 and 28, respectively, which dependent 
claims have been canceled. Amended claims 1,14 and 27 thus represent dependent claims 2, 1 5 
and 28 rewritten in independent form. Additionally, such claims are now in compliance with the 
provisions of 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, as above set forth. Claims 1, 14 and 27, and their 
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respective dependent claims are thus believed to be allowable. 

Additionally, claims 40 and 45 have been amended to conform to the provisions of 35 
USC § 1 12, second paragraph, as also above set forth. These claims, and their respective 
dependent claims, are thus also be to be allowable. 

In view of the above, all the claims remaining in the application, as amended, are now 
allowable. Accordingly reconsideration of the claims and passage of same to issue is respectfully 
requested. 

Dated: January 20, 2004 Respectfully submitted, 
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